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improvements effected in Bombay since 1865 were due to the late
Commissioner, went on to observe with reference to Pherdzeshah:
But that gentleman may thank himself for the disorder that
occurred. It is all very well to claim tolerance for differences of
opinion, but it is wasting time and patience for any one to thrust
before the public sentiments and pleas that have already been dis-
posed of by full debate. Life is too short, and the world too long to
place its time at the disposal of ingenious or inconsiderate gentle-
men like Mr. Pherozeshah, who for the mere sake of debate strive
to persuade men against the evidence of their senses. We had not
the excitement, pleasurable or tedious, of listening to the paper in
question, nor have we had the opportunity of perusing it, though
it is in print, but we are quite satisfied with the accounts given of
it, from which we infer that, excepting a few paragraphs, it is a
peculiarly perverse, erroneous and sophistical production.
The article ended by expressing surprise and regret that the
lecture should have been allowed by the committee of the Associa-
tion to be read at the general meeting. That this was also the
general feeling of the members of that body was made clear by sub-
sequent proceedings. A requisition signed by about thirty members
was sent to the chairman, asking him to call a special general meet-
ing to consider the desirability of expunging the paper read by
Pherozeshah from the records of the Association. A meeting was
accordingly convened on the 18th December in the Framji Cowasji
Institute. Dr. Bhau Daji was in the chair, and there was a large
audience. Pherozeshah was present but walked out with one or two
of his friends, shortly after the commencement of the proceedings,
followed by a "tempest of hisses, varied by shouts of 'Order, Order,3
and vigorous hurrahs." The proposition for expunging the lecture
from the record was carried by a large majority, and the chairman
wound up thp proceedings by declaring that the paper was to be
considered "as not read and as not worth discussion," and by
apologizing for the incident, and assuring the public that there
would be no recurrence of it in the future!
It was one of the most characteristic incidents in the career of